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JESS MOR TON
~#7 B’EST FOURTH STREET, &4N PEDRO, CALIFORNIA 90731 (310)

September 22, 1999

Mr. Lester Snow
Executive Director, CALFED Prosram
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1155
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: CALFED Bay-Delta Program

Dear

Although the CALFED Bay-Delta Program does not address the central issue or’water rights, it
is an important part oi’the long-term solution to Cali~’ornia’s water needs. Th~re~’ore it
incumbent on program design that it adequately address water conservatiorx as I) a key strategic
goal to reduce water needs, 2) a practical strategy ~’or predicting water use, 3) a tool for
integrating water storage and distribution, and 4) a means to significantly increase wildlife
habitat r~storation. By revising the current CALFED plan to take full advantage of warm"
conservation, its chance for success will be greatly in~reased, while costs can be significantly
reduced in both the short and long term. Until that happens, no long-term commilments and
conlxacts should be made as part of the CALFED program a~d the E]R/E[S Record of DecisJou
should be limted to 7 years.

The current CALFED program elements downplay the roi� of water conservation by subsuming
it under the "Water Use Efficiency" rubric. By doing so, CALFED creates problems for the
future by locking certain inefficiencies in place. All of California’s water users must play a role
in minimizing water needs, not just as a desired end, but as a part of’program participation. As
the system is now organized, water efficiencies developed by some parties will be obviated by a
reallocation of the saved water to those who have not put equal effort into conservation

The role of water conservation in reducing water need in California has been largely ignored by
CALFED in making predictions of future usage. The experience over the last 15 years in Los
Angeles and the East Bay area has not been integrated into the data modeling for CALFED.
These voluntary and substantial water use reductions indicate that a great majority of
Californians have the will and interest in water conservation to elevate it to a primary strategic
element in planning. Yet the data ~sed by CALFEI3 to predict future needs does not include data
fron~ the East Bay and most of the savings from the Los Angeles area. The resuIfing distortion
of water needs has led CALFED to propose far more dam and storage building than will actually
be required were water conservation given its proper emphasis. By redirecting capital costs in
the CALFED program ~’rom construction to constructive conservation incentive programs, there
will be a izuo movement toward water eii%iency.
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co: Gov. Gray Davis
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